While the conflicts between Queen Melisende of Jerusalem and the men in her family have received considerable scholarly attention, explanations for the ease with which they reconciled remain elusive. As this article argues, contrary to theories advanced in the past, Melisende's role in government was not the product of a consensus among nobles to temporarily suspend the norms of political participation that invested all authority in a single, male, ruler. The position she occupied was not "exceptional," a disruption in the fabric of patriarchal dynastic succession that cloaked the Latin East. Rather, she occupied a legitimate position as co-ruler of the Kingdom, filling the role envisioned for her by her father, Baldwin II, who recognized in corporate monarchy an ideal political configuration for the challenges presented by governing in the Latin East. Past failures to provide an accurate and complete understanding of Melisende's role in the governance of Jerusalem has circumscribed our understanding of the nature of monarchy and rulership in this crusader kingdom, which remains inaccurate and incomplete as a result. In their attempt to impose a uniform, static template of feudal governance on the crusader kingdoms of Latin East, scholars have under appreciated the extent to which medieval monarchy was both fluid and contingent. As the discussion here demonstrates, modes of governing were constantly adjusted to the demands of a particular time and place, responding to the unique political culture of a particular region. This was especially true for monarchy in the nascent crusader kingdom of twelfth-century Jerusalem, which witnessed the evolution of a political system formed in the crucible of war.
among nobles to temporarily suspend the norms of political participation that invested all authority in a single male ruler. The position she occupied was not "exceptional," a disruption in the fabric of patriarchal dynastic succession that cloaked the Latin East. Rather, she was accepted by her contemporaries as the legitimate co-ruler of the kingdom, filling the role envisioned for her by her father, Baldwin II, who recognized in corporate monarchy an ideal political configuration for the challenges presented to governing in the Latin East.
The failure to provide an accurate and complete understanding of Melisende's role in the governance of Jerusalem has circumscribed our understanding of the nature of monarchy and rulership in this crusader kingdom, which remains inaccurate and incomplete as a result. In their attempt to impose a uniform, static template of feudal governance on the crusader kingdoms of the Latin East, scholars have underappreciated the extent to which medieval monarchy was both fluid and contingent. 6 As the discussion here will demonstrate, modes of governing throughout the Middle Ages were constantly adjusted to the demands of a particular time and place, responding to the unique political culture of a particular region. 7 This was especially true for monarchy in the nascent crusader kingdom of twelfth-century Jerusalem, which witnessed the evolution of a political system formed in the crucible of war.
The discussion here calls for the need to more fully appreciate the corporate character of monarchy, which allowed different members of the family to play different roles, depending on circumstances and individual competencies. 8 Contrary to what scholars have suggested, the corporate character of monarchy was not a casualty of the twelfth century, unilaterally rejected in favor of "new" modes of governing that confined family members, especially female ones, to symbolic roles. Melisende may have been more prominent than many of her contemporaries, but she provides an important corrective to the historiography that fails to appreciate the continued influence of family members in monarchy. 9 This is perhaps due in part to historiographical tradition that posits a rigid divide between the early Middle Ages, typically understood as conflating public and private authority, and the central Middle Ages, in which the king is understood as becoming the dominate voice in governing as family members were increasingly supplanted by bureaucrats. As noted by Theresa Earenfight, "The notion of monarchy as sole rulership by a king has potent mythic power, even though we recognize that in practice power was not isolated in one person. Rather, it had a corporate character that ... 6 8 Murray dismisses the possibility that Baldwin II intended for Fulk and Melisende to include their son Baldwin in government as well since he was not crowned alongside them in 1131. I would argue, however, that such formal association was not necessary for governing to operate in a corporative mode, and that his inclusion in official transactions is sufficient evidence of participation in governing. Murray permitted a range of power-sharing options." 10 Co-rule was particularly suited for the Latin East given the constant military conflict and the spiritual significance inherent in the king personally leading his army into battle. Contrary to what scholars have argued in the past, gender norms that divided the various duties associated with ruling, reserving military action for men, were not detrimental to female participation in government. 11 The frequent and extended absences of the king from the royal court in Jerusalem which resulted from his preoccupation with military activity could have easily strained the administration of domestic affairs. As the consideration of the events and extant evidence presented here will demonstrate, the constant presence of the queen at court curbed any such disruption in routine governing, providing the administrative stability that otherwise would have been absent and facilitating the ability of the king to fulfil his duties. Gender clearly informed attitudes about governing in the crusader kingdoms, influencing the assignment of distinct roles to men and women. This did not, however, exclude women from exercising public authority, as evidenced by the example of Queen Melisende.
The corporate character of monarchical rule in Jerusalem was first introduced by King Baldwin II, who ascended the throne in 1118. At this key juncture, monarchy in the Crusader States was still in its nascent stages, resulting in a contested succession. 12 As discussed extensively by H.E. Mayer, the rules governing control of the kingdom of Jerusalem had been debated since the death of Godfrey of Bouillon in 1100. Godfrey had refused the title of king, choosing instead the more ambiguous "protector of the Holy Sepulchre" to describe his position in the kingdom. Although Godfrey's will had stipulated that Daimbert, Patriarch of Jerusalem, assume control of all of his lands, his desires were subverted by the nobility of the kingdom, who instead installed Godfrey's brother Baldwin, the current count of Edessa, as Jerusalem's first king. 13 The kingdom was, once again, thrown into turmoil following Baldwin's death in 1118. The nobility was divided between summoning Baldwin's brother, Eustace of Boulogne, from his domains in France and elevating his more distant relative, Baldwin of Bourcq, currently in residence at the court. 14 was anointed on Easter 1118 accordingly. Eustace was in Apulia when news of Baldwin's elevation to the throne reached him. In spite of pleas among his followers to press on and fight for the throne, he chose to defer to the nobles of Jerusalem, returning instead to his lands in Boulogne. 15 While Baldwin quelled the early opposition to his rule by demonstrating his ability to effectively govern and defend the kingdom, his failure to produce a son presented a new predicament. In a departure from previous practice, which stipulated the election of kings to the throne of Jerusalem, Baldwin attempted to establish hereditary principles of succession to ensure that the kingdom pass to his descendants. 16 He designated Melisende, the eldest of his four daughters, as his heir to the kingdom. Lingering questions about the legitimacy of Baldwin's position may have influenced his decision to engage in the type of anticipatory association of an heir widely practiced among the French nobility, described by Lewis as a common practice by which French lords, ranging from kings to counts, publicly "designated" one of their children as heir during their own lifetime. As Lewis cautions, anticipatory association should not be interpreted as an indication of weak hereditary rule, or a response to the insecurity of a sitting ruler. Rather, it was motivated by a range of reasons, most often concern with the preservation of the familial patrimony and a king or count's desire to be succeeded by offspring of their choice. 17 Shortly after he officially designated Melisende as his heir, she began to appear in royal charters described as "daughter of the king and the heir to Jerusalem." 18 King Baldwin looked to the west for an appropriate consort for Melisende, setting his sights on Count Fulk V of Anjou. One of the leading nobles of France and a proven military commander, Fulk was no stranger to the nobles of the Latin East, having undertaken an expedition to Jerusalem in 1120. After a prolonged period of negotiations, the recently widowed count agreed to accept the King's proposal. Prior to his departure, Fulk granted his lands and titles in France to his son, Geoffrey, who had recently married Matilda, daughter and heir of Henry I of England. Shortly after his arrival in Jerusalem in 1129, Fulk and Melisende were married. 19 While the terms of the initial agreement remain a subject of dispute among scholars, they do agree that on his deathbed, King Baldwin II, with the assent of the nobles gathered nearby, designated Fulk and Melisende as joint rulers of the kingdom. 20 The couple was consecrated and crowned in the Church of the Holy Sepulchre on Christmas Day, 1131. 21 It seems, however, that Fulk did not intend to honor Baldwin's arrangement. He not only attempted to rule independently of Melisende, but elevated many of his own supporters to positions of importance at the expense of more established families. Fulk's exclusion of Melisende from government is reflected in two charters pertaining to affairs of the kingdom, issued in 1132 and 1134 respectively, in which he alone appears, described as "the third reigning king of Jerusalem." 22 Fulk's attempts to govern solo prompted military resistance in 1134, when Hugh of Jaffa, the cousin of Baldwin II and one of the most powerful nobles in the Kingdom, led a group of nobles in rebellion. 23 Hugh was joined by a number of other highranking men, including Ralph of Fontanellis and Walter Brisebarre, lord of Beirut. 24 24 According to Mayer, Walter was forced into exile by Fulk in 1132/33 due to his support of Melisende. He was is described by William of Tyre as stemming from familial disputes, alluding to the existence of an improper relationship between Melisende and her cousin Hugh. 25 However, Orderic Vitalis makes no mention of a marital rift between Fulk and Melisende. Rather, he attributes the revolt to Fulk's attempt to replace "veteran defenders" of the kingdom with "Angevin strangers and other raw newcomers." As a result, "they turned their warlike skills, which they should have united to exercise against the heathen, to rend themselves." 26 Most scholars, while differing slightly in their interpretation of events, agree that the revolt was caused by Fulk's attempt to introduce a "conception of royal power" that the nobles of the kingdom opposed. 27 Queen Melisende became the focal point of their opposition. As the daughter and designated heir of Baldwin II, Melisende embodied the interests of the older nobility of the kingdom, who resented their marginalization by Fulk and his disregard for the precedents established by Baldwin II. 28 The events of 1133 clearly indicate that Baldwin's designation of Fulk and Melisende as co-rulers was accepted and supported by the majority of nobles in the Latin East, who rejected the new king's vision of solo rule in favor of corporate monarchy.
The revolt against the king proved short lived due to the strain it placed on the already strained kingdom. Hugh was exonerated of charges of treason, but forced into a temporary exile from the kingdom of Jerusalem, dying shortly later of wounds inflicted during an assassination attempt. While the departure of Hugh signalled the end of military hostilities, personal hostilities lingered at court. According to William of Tyre, who provides a rare glimpse into the dynamics animating the royal court in the months following the revolt, the ire of the Queen was frequently directed against Fulk's supporters, whom she held responsible for the rupture: "From that time on, all who had informed against the count and thereby incited the king to wrath fell under the displeasure of Queen Melisende and were forced to take diligent measures for their safety. Even the king found that no place was entirely safe among the kindred and partisans of the queen." 29 Eventually, "through the mediation of certain 27 Murray, "Baldwin II and his Nobles," 82; Murray, "Women in the Royal Succession of the Latin Kingdom," 141; Mayer, 'The Wheel of Fortune," 865. 28 Mayer, "Angevins versus Normans," 4. 29 William of Tyre specifically identifies Rohard the Elder, the viscount of Jerusalem, as the target of Queen's intimate friends" the king and queen were reconciled. 30 Melisende's demeanor after the rift was mended suggests she felt no remorse for her role in events, but rather felt vindicated by the outcome of the rebellion and her restoration to power. As William of Tyre reports, "Her wrath was appeased and the king…succeeded in gaining a pardon for the other objects of her wrath-at least to such an extent that they could be introduced into her presence with others." 31 Melisende's restoration to the position of power envisioned for her by her father is reflected in the charters that were issued after their rift was mended. Fulk's days of governing solo had come to an end. Between 1133 and 1143, the couple issued ten charters in which Melisende was described as "regine." 32 A number of these charters included the affirmation of their son Baldwin, further attesting to the practice of corporate monarchy in the kingdom. 33 The extant narrative sources confirm Melisende's active participation in the kingdom's affairs in the decade following her reconciliation with King Fulk. William of Tyre attributes the successful siege of Banyas to the zealous efforts of the Queen, aided by the vigorous work of those who were left in the kingdom during Fulk's extended absence with the royal army. 34 Written sources attesting to a successful reconciliation between the two are supplemented by additional evidence of an emotional bond, including the magnificent prayer book Fulk commissioned for his wife, known as the Melisende Psalter, and the birth of their second son, Amalric, in 1136. 35 Additionally, Fulk and Melisende co-founded the abbey of Bethany, which was entrusted to the governance of Melisende's youngest sister, Iveta. The couple also directed donations to a number of other religious communities throughout their realm, and were active in the renovation and reconstruction of the Church of the Holy Sepulchre, the architectural epicenter of the city of Jerusalem. 36 The practice of joint rule established in 1131 by Baldwin II and affirmed (albeit belatedly) by Fulk remained in place after the King's untimely death in 1143. With the consent of the high court, Melisende continued in her role as Queen, and her eldest son Baldwin replaced Fulk as King. 37 The narrative evidence describes a corporate approach to governing in animosity for his role in marginalizing her from government. Chronique, 2:655. Interestingly, Rohard later became one of Melisende's staunchest advocates during the civil war instigated by Baldwin III. Mayer, "Angevins versus Normans," 11. 30 35 Exact details of its origination and production are not known, but art historians concur that it was Fulk who commissioned it after their breach. Jaroslav ... His minor son and the boy's mother were appointed to the kingship in his place." 39 Clearly, the narrative evidence reveals a corporate approach to governing in which Melisende and Baldwin shared power, dividing duties along lines similar to those that defined the government of Melisende and Fulk.
The charter evidence supports the characterization of monarchy in Jerusalem as corporate in nature, providing a glimpse of the ways Melisende and Baldwin effectively comanaged the kingdom for nearly a decade. Between 1143 and 1150, Melisende issued numerous charters in conjunction with or affirmed by Baldwin. 40 In a charter issued 22 June 1150, Melisende, described as queen of Jerusalem, confirmed an exchange of properties involving the convent of St. Lazarus. A second charter was issued by Baldwin sometime later in that year confirming the same transaction. 41 Other charters were issued jointly, such as that issued in February 1147 confirming a donation made to the Hospitallers and dated "anno ab incarnacione domini nostri Jhesu Cristi MCXLVII regnante feliciter supradicto rege Balduino et matre sua regina Milisenda." 42 On many of these occasions, her younger son Amalric was included as well, further testimony to the extent to which governing in Jerusalem was a family affair. This is illustrated by a charter issued 4 July 1147 by Baldwin, Melisende "ejus mater, eadem gratia eorumdem regina" and Amalric "regis frater and regine filius." 43 the double rule which Melisende before had shared with her husband she now shared with her son." In spite of the evidence supporting the existence of co-rule, the language used throughout Mayer's article reflects his view of Melisende as usurping authority. She is repeatedly described in ways I would consider extraordinarily gendered, more reflective of modern notions about female power than those of the Latin East in the twelfth century. Mayer, "Studies in the History of Queen Melisende." This, however, contrasts views presented by Mayer elsewhere, in which he describes Baldwin III challenging "the system of joint rule established for Fulk and Melisende by Baldwin II." For example, see: Mayer, "Wheel of Fortune," 865. 38 41 While the existence of two distinct charters has been cited as evidence of discord between mother and son, I would suggest that the first charter was issued by Melisende while Baldwin was on campaign. We know that Baldwin travelled north to Edessa in spring of 1150 to supervise the evacuation of the city after Count Josecelin was captured in May and control was transferred to the Byzantines. It was only after affairs in the north were settled that Baldwin returned to Jerusalem, turning his attention to the various domestic matters that had transpired during his absence. It seems logical that following his return, Baldwin would have consulted with the Queen about internal matters, confirming transactions that occurred during his absence accordingly. Mayer, "Studies in the History of Queen Melisende," 115. In this respect, Baldwin's later confirmation would have been routine, rather than an indication of discord. 42 However, the arrangement that had been in effect since 1143 was disrupted in 1152. Though the precise catalyst remains unknown, tension had been brewing for some time between mother and a son, resulting in the open conflict described earlier. William of Tyre identified two main causes of the rift. The primary reason was growing dislike of Manasses of Hierges, Melisende's cousin. A relative newcomer to the region, Manasses had been appointed constable of Jerusalem by Melisende following Fulk's death. 44 Manasses' recent marriage to the widow of Balian of Ibelin, one of the 'oldest' families in the region, may have served as a catalyst for Baldwin's decision to alter the ruling dynamic that had been in place for nearly a decade. Perhaps related to the resentment of Manasses was the attempt by certain unnamed nobles to turn Baldwin against Melisende, convincing him that ending their current arrangement was in his best interest and encouraging him to rule the kingdom solo. The decision of Baldwin to resort to military action suggests that any attempts to resolve the issue diplomatically had failed. If he did personally request that Melisende demote her cousin, his request fell on deaf ears. According to William of Tyre, it was only after Melisende refused to dismiss Manasses from his office that the breach erupted into open hostilities. 45 It is possible that Melisende, in her continued support of Manasses, became collateral damage, targeted directly by Baldwin as the situation spiraled out of control.
When Baldwin first expressed his dissatisfaction with the current situation and demanded he alone wear the crown, he encountered opposition among many leading nobles and ecclesiastical officials, including Patriarch Fulcher of Jerusalem. Initially, the kingdom was formally divided, with Melisende retaining control in the south, including the city of Jersualem, and Baldwin controlling the north. This compromise failed to appease Baldwin, who resorted to a military attack on his mother Melisende and her supporters, forcing her to concede her rights to the kingdom. 46 In spite of the continued support of leaders of the church, she did not have enough allies among the nobility to resist Baldwin militarily. Any prolonged breach within the kingdom would make an eventual reconciliation more difficult, jeopardizing future attempts to wield power as well as the safety of the kingdom. Such considerations undoubtedly prompted her capitulation and decision to retire to Nablus.
Scholarly examinations of the conflicts that disrupted the royal family in Jerusalem, first between Fulk and Melisende, and then between Baldwin III and Melisende, tend to position the Queen as the usurper, attempting to wrest power from the men to whom it rightfully belonged. H.E. Mayer's depiction of events adopts this stance, employing gendered language discounting Melisende's position not warranted by the contemporary evidence. 47 While I do not question that such conflict occurred, I present an alternative interpretation, one that provides a more accurate read of the evidence while simultaneously explaining how such rifts were so easily mended. Baldwin II's designation of his daughter as co-ruler of the kingdom was widely accepted by the nobles, explaining the degree of the hostility directed at Fulk when he tried to usurp her authority. Similarly, if Melisende is accepted as co-ruler rather 44 H.E. Mayer, "Manasses of Hierges in East and West," Revue belge de philologie et d'histoire 66 (1988) : 757-766; Murray, "Kingship, Identity and Name-Giving," 31. 45 Chronique, 2:775-777. 46 This is consistent with the view proffered by Hamilton, who argues that Melisende "was not a regent clinging tenaciously to power after the heir had reached his majority, but the acknowledged co-ruler of the kingdom." Hamilton, "Crusader Queens," 152. 47 Mayer, "Studies in the History of Queen Melisende of Jerusalem." than regent, Baldwin III, not Melisende, would have been viewed by contemporaries as usurping authority in this moment. Melisende was merely acting in accordance with the terms of joint rule dictated by a corporate model of monarchy envisioned by her father, Baldwin II and ideally suited to the demands of governing in the volatile Crusader States.
Historians have often noted the added importance assigned to the king's ability to lead his army into battle in the Latin East, where success over their Muslim foes was as symbolic as it was necessary. 48 The King of Jerusalem did not just wage wars of conquest. Any battles in which he engaged were understood as Holy War, a continuation of the effort to expand Christendom. Yet, while defense of the realm was central to the King's identity, the extended absences from the capital that resulted could prove problematic. Malcolm Barber estimates that in one seven-year span early in his reign, Baldwin II spent less than 40% of his time in the Kingdom of Jerusalem 49 Alan Murray argues that Baldwin's repeated forays north into Antioch to secure the region after the death of its Prince proved exceedingly disruptive to government, earning him the animosity of many of his nobles. In fact, Murray suggests that at a certain point, the nobility of Jerusalem grew so resentful of Baldwin's neglect of the kingdom's affairs that they offered the crown to Charles, count of Flanders. 50 Like his predecessor, King Fulk was also frequently absent from Jerusalem, repeatedly drawn north to deal with the deteriorating conditions around Antioch. In 1133, the King led an army north in response to an appeal by Pons, count of Tripoli, who was trapped in the siege of Montferrand. 51 After liberating Pons, Fulk continued north to Antioch, where he spent several months managing the county's affairs in his capacity as regent. Fulk traveled to Antioch again in the summer of 1135 to ensure the peaceful transmission of power to Raymond of Poitiers, summoned from France to marry Constance, the nine-year-old heiress of the county. The marriage was opposed by Alice, Constance's mother and Melisende's sister, who harbored ambitions of her own in regard to ruling Antioch. 52 The union of Raymond and Constance effectively foiled Alice's ambitions, forcing her into permanent retirement to her lands in Latakia. 53 However, it failed to stabilize the region. Two years later Fulk was back at Montferrand, trapped inside the fortress by the local Muslim leader, Zengi. After holding out for several months, Fulk acknowledged the futility of his situation, surrendering to Zengi in July. 54 He experienced a welcome reversal of fortune in 1139, leading a successful campaign into Gilead alongside the crusading forces of Count Thierry of Flanders and capturing Banyas in Galilee. 55 All of these campaigns necessitated Fulk's extended absence from the royal court in Jerusalem.
Like his grandfather and father before him, King Baldwin III was repeatedly lured north, especially after the fall of Edessa in 1144. The situation worsened in 1149 with the death of Raymond, Prince of Antioch, forcing the King to spend extended amounts of time attempting to stabilize the north. Baldwin III travelled north to Antioch again in 1152 in a failed attempt to convince his cousin Constance to remarry. He returned to Jerusalem briefly in 1153 before embarking on a campaign in the south targeting the city of Ascalon. As the discussion above indicates, Baldwin III was drawn away from the capital nearly as often as his predecessors, embroiled in numerous military campaigns to secure the safety of the region.
Unlike Baldwin II, however, neither Fulk nor Baldwin III were ever criticized by the nobles of Jerusalem for neglecting the kingdom. I would argue that this was because the presence of Melisende at the royal court prevented the disruption of routine government services. This division of duties that joint rule allowed, and its effectiveness, was described in the history of the kings of Jerusalem. The author explained how "His mother, queen Melisende, ruled the kingdom so faithfully in domestic affairs so that those kings (Fulk and Baldwin) could attend freely to arms and making war." 56 As this quote indicates, a corporate approach to ruling was particularly conducive to the political culture of the Latin East, where the King was consumed by the demands of defending the kingdom. Having a stable presence in the royal court in the person of the Queen provided the continuity in administration that would otherwise have been lacking.
Willing to fight for her right to rule, Melisende privileged the good of the kingdom over her personal aspirations when challenged by Baldwin III, choosing to withdraw over a prolonged military conflict that would have inflicted severe damage on the kingdom. In doing so, however, she was able to dictate the terms of her surrender and retain control of key territories along the coast. The Queen's personal and political calculations proved astute, as the rift between Melisende and Baldwin was quickly mended. Although the pace of their political reconciliation lagged behind the personal, it did eventually occur. Melisende was summoned in 1152 to attend the council of Tripoli, called by Baldwin to secure a husband for his recently widowed cousin, Constance of Antioch. 57 Constance's husband would, through her, assume the title Prince of Antioch and the responsibilities of defending the much-beleaguered north, subject in recent months to incessant Muslim attacks. Baldwin feared that without a strong military leader, Antioch would follow the path of the County of Edessa, recaptured by Muslims just several years earlier in 1144. 58 58 Chronique, 2:772-773: "There was no one to offer powerful protection against the dangers which threatened them. Constance the widow of Prince Raymond, had been left with two sons and two daughters in some charge of the state and principality, but there was no leader to undertake the duties of the prince and to rouse the people from their state of dejection." Hodgson, Women, Crusading and the Holy Land, 221, says Baldwin "persistently asked her to do so, fearing that Antioch would suffer the same fate as Edessa because he was unable to provide personally for the protection of the principality." aunts, Melisende and Hodierna of Tripoli, would force Constance to bow to the matrimonial pressure applied by the council. His calculations, however, proved to be inaccurate as Constance remained intransigent in her refusal to accept the proffered candidates, choosing instead Reynald of Châtillon several years later. 59 Shortly after Tripoli, Baldwin moved on to attack Ascalon, laying siege to the city from January to August of 1153. 60 While the capture of the city was among the greatest accomplishments of his reign, it too required an extended absence from the capital in Jerusalem. The Queen was ideally suited to manage affairs during his absence, which would explain the number of charters issued in the years after 1152 in which Melisende appears, either alone or granting consent to the actions of Baldwin. During this period Melisende issued four charters in her own name and appeared in conjunction with or consenting to eight charters issued by "her beloved son" Baldwin. In 1156 Baldwin was again drawn north by a Muslim resurgence under Nur al-Din. The arrival of Count Thierry of Flanders and 400 knights from the West in 1157 provided an infusion of much needed forces and the opportunity to turn the tide in the north. The next few months witnessed intense campaigning near Shaizar, culminating in the capture of Harenc in February 1158 and a resounding defeat of Nur al-Din near Lake Tiberias in July.
Melisende's involvement in internal political affairs continued to escalate as Baldwin intensified his military campaigns across the Crusader States. In addition to issuing a number of significant charters related to properties around Nablus, Melisende provided her consent to a grant of lands and castles made by Humphrey of Toron to the Hospitallers. She was also involved in important negotiations pertaining to the rights of Pisans in the city of Tyre in 1156. 61 William of Tyre relates that while Baldwin was campaigning in Syria, Melisende dispatched royal troops to attack a Muslim controlled fortress along the Jordan River. 62 She remained active in ecclesiastical affairs as well, conspiring with her aunt Sybil of Flanders and her sister Iveta, Abbess of Bethany, to orchestrate the election of Amaury as Patriarch of Jerusalem in November, 1157. 63 Melisende was also actively involved in marriage preparations for her niece, Melisende of Tripoli, betrothed to Emperor Manuel Comnenus in 1159. Although the marriage never occurred (Manuel jilted Melisende in favor of her cousin, Maria of Antioch), Melisende's role in securing an alliance between Jerusalem and the Byzantine empire provides further evidence of her influence in political affairs in the decade after the breach with Baldwin. 64 Although the practice of co-rule introduced by Baldwin II was effectively terminated by Baldwin III when he forcibly removed Melisende from power, her later return to government, albeit in a diminished capacity, suggests Baldwin's appreciation for the advantages offered by corporate monarchy. 65 Examining moments of conflict, and more importantly those of reconciliation, among the royal family of Jerusalem in the twelfth century demonstrates the extent to which medieval monarchy was both fluid and contingent. Contrary to what some scholars have argued, medieval modes of governing were never static nor uniform, but could be adjusted to the demands of a particular time and place, responding to the unique political culture of a particular region. 66 The type of corporative governance reflected in the charter and narrative sources cited here would have been especially suited to the Kingdom of Jerusalem, which posed a peculiar set of challenges to its rulers. In many respects, the Crusader States in the twelfth century resembled the various kingdoms of the Mediterranean more so than the more established and stable monarchies of Western Europe. 67 Although embroiled in the occasional internal conflict, Western Europe's kings seldom faced the type of sustained military pressure exerted by the Muslim armies on the frontiers of the Crusader States. As mentioned earlier, Jerusalem's kings did not just provide military leadership, but their presence at the head of an army, alongside the relic of the True Cross, was exceptionally symbolic. Studies of the role of gender in the Latin East have argued that their inability to lead an army is precisely what precluded women from exercising real power, confining them to transmitting authority to men rather than actually exercising it themselves. 68 I believe this is an oversimplification, as well as a failure to appreciate the corporate and contingent nature of feudal monarchy. 69 Based on the evidence examined here, I would argue that the association of men with warfare, combined with the extreme volatility of the Latin East, facilitated, rather than circumscribed, the ability of women to actively govern. 70 The frequent and extended absences of the king from the royal court which resulted with his preoccupation with military activity could have easily strained the administration of domestic affairs. The presence of the queen ensured stability. Not only was corporate monarchy ideally suited to governing the Latin East, but it provided Baldwin II with a solution to his succession predicament. He could secure the future of his dynasty even in the absence of a son. In spite of many personal ties to Western Europe, it seems that the political culture of the Latin East was more closely aligned with the Mediterranean kingdoms, where the demands of territorial expansion prompted the formation of political partnerships between kings and queens, underscoring the potential efficacy of corporate monarchy. 71 71 Earenfight, "Absent Kings," 33.
